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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1, 2, 8, 10-16, 22, 24-30, 36, and 38-40 are 
currently presented and have been examined. 

.Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3 May 2006 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues that Tso does not disclose or suggest 
identifying a data type of each part of a mult i -part e-mail 
while the email is being received by an apparatus and, when it 
is determined that the data type of a part of the e-mail being 
received can be processed by the apparatus, storing the part of 
the e-mail. The Examiner does not agree and maintains the views 
presented previously. 

It is reemphasized that one cannot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

The Applicant argues that a data stream is directed to an 
appropriate transcode service provider after the data stream is 
received by a parser of a transcoding server. Tso clearly 
discloses that the parser and the transcode service provider are 
embodied within a transcoder that is embodied within the 
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transcoding server (see Figures 2 and 3, specifically elements 
20, 22, 24, and 34) . Therefore, in view of the broadest 
reasonable interpretation of the claim in accordance with MPEP 
2111, an apparatus which receives the data stream is interpreted 
to be any one of the transcoder, parser, or the transcoding 
server in which the transcoding server receives that data stream 
via well known network interfaces, the transcoder receives that 
data stream from the network interface, and the parser 
ultimately receives the data stream from the transcoder (see 
also column 3, lines 8-30). Since the Applicant does not 
specifically recite which apparatus is receiving the data stream 
and also does- not specifically recite any, other apparatus 
receives the data stream to perform the steps as claimed , the 
Examiner submits that these multiple interpretations wherein the 
server which comprises a transcoder which comprises the parser 
and the transcode service provider wherein the server, the 
transcoder, the parser, and the transcode service provider all 
receive the data stream during the operation of the invention 
are concurrently valid and apply to the claims as recited. 
Therefore, in view of the combined teachings of Tso and "RFC 
1521" as shown previously by the Examiner and the above 
disclosures within Tso, these references teach the limitations 
of the claims and the claims are not in condition of allowance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere 

Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for 

establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2 . Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 
art . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the 
application indicating obviousness or nonobviousness . 

Claims 1-2, 8, 10-16, 22, 24-30, 36, and 38-40 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 6 

421 733 Bl to Tso et al in view of "Request for Comments 1521: 

MIME (Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions) Part One" ("RFC 

1521") . 

Regarding claim 1, Tso discloses a processing method for 
controlling an apparatus, the method comprising the steps of: 
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first identifying whether a packet is a multi-part packet 
based on a header of the packet while the apparatus is receiving 
the packet; (column 6, line 64-column 7, line 7) 

second identifying a data type of each part included in a 
text of the packet while the apparatus is received the packet, 
when it is identified in said first identifying step that the 
packet is a multi-part packet ("MIME") ; (column 10, lines 37-49, 
specifically lines 37-44) 

determining whether each part included in the packet can be 
processed while the apparatus is receiving the packet, by 
comparing the identified data type of each part with a 
registered utilizable data type; storing a part that can be 
processed, included in the packet being received, if it is 
determined in said determining step that the part can be 
processed (column 10, lines 37-49, specifically lines 44-49); 
and 

deleting a part that cannot be processed, included in the 
packet being received, if it is determined in said determining 
step that the part cannot be processed, (column 2, lines 44-49; 
column 10, lines 37-49, specifically lines 44-49). 

Tso does not expressly disclose wherein the method uses e- 
mail, however, Tso does disclose that the method uses MIME to 
perform the invention (column 6, lines 37-41) . 
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"RFC 1521" discloses that MIME is used in conjunction with 
e-mail (page 1, Abstract, paragraph beginning "STD 11, RFC 822 
defines a message..." and paragraph beginning "In particular, 
this document. . .") . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Tso to use 
email as disclosed in "RFC 1521" within the context of the steps 
disclosed. "RFC 1521" discloses that MIME enables e-mail to be 
reformatted to allow text and non-text e-mail parts to be sent 
together without losing any information (page 1, Abstract, 
paragraph beginning "STD 11, RFC 822 defines a message...", 
lines 3-5 and paragraph beginning "In particular, this 
document...") In view of the specific advantages disclosed in 
"RFC 1521" regarding the use of MIME and wherein both references 
disclose the use of MIME, one of ordinary skill would have 
appreciated the specific advantages disclosed in "RFC 1521" and 
would have found it obvious to modify Tso to accomplish the 
method disclosed in Tso using e-mail as disclosed in "RFC 1521" 
based on the specific references to MIME in both references. 

Regarding claim 2, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1. 

Tso discloses the method further comprising the step of: 
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registering data types that can be processed, in advance, 
wherein it is determining step that a part can be processed when 
the identified data type of the part coincides with a registered 
data type ("predetermined selection criterion"; column 7, line 
15-column 8, line 9, specifically column 7, lines 43-54; column 
10, lines 37-49, specifically "...interrogating a MIME type in 
the content-type header record... if parser 22 detects a method 
for a predetermined selection criterion. . .") . 

Regarding claim 8, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1. 

Tso discloses wherein a presence of a part that cannot be 
processed is notified to a user (column 8, line .5.1 -column 9., 
line 10, specifically column 9, lines 7-10) . 

Regarding claim 10, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1. 

Tso discloses wherein, when it has been determined that a 
part cannot be processed, a subsequent process is selectable 
from a plurality of predetermined processes, (column 7, line 15- 
column 8, line 9, specifically column 7, lines 43-54; column 10, 
lines 37-49, specifically lines 44-49) 

Regarding claim 11, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1. 
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Tso discloses wherein a data type of a part that can be 
processed is a text, ("content type"; column 10, lines 37-49, 
specifically lines 37-44) 

Regarding claim 12, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1. 

Tso discloses wherein a data type of a part that can be 
processed is an image, ("content type"; column 10, lines 37-49, 
specifically lines 37-44) 

Regarding claim 13, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1. 

Tso discloses wherein identification of a data type is 
performed by analyzing the received packet, (column 10, lines 
37-49, specifically lines 37-44) 

Tso does not disclose wherein the method uses e-mail. 

Claim 13 is rejected since the motivations regarding the 
obviousness of claim 1 also apply to this claim. 

Regarding claim 14, Tso and "RFC 1521" disclose a method 
according to claim 1 . 

Tso discloses wherein a data type of a part is identified 
in said identifying step according to a reference character 
string specified based on a position of a predetermined 
character string in the received email ( "content- type header 
record"; column 10, lines 37-49, specifically lines 37-44) . 
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Claims 15-16, 22, and 24-28 are rejected since these claims 
recite an apparatus that contain substantially the same 
limitations as recited in claims 1-2, 8, and 10-14 respectively. 

Claims 29-30, 36, and 38-40 are rejected since these claims 
recite a computer-readable storage medium storing control 
software that contain substantially the same limitations as 
recited in claims 1-2, 8, and 10, and 13-14 respectively. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to George C. 
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Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272-3918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9AM to 5:30PM Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, David Wiley can be 
reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPT0 Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. ^ — \ <^-y 
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